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This written opinion Is the first drawn up by this International Preliminary Exannintr>g Authority. 

This opiniori contains indications relating to the following Items: 

Basis ot the opinion 
Priority 

Non-estabtlshment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 
Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement xjnder Rule 66.2(a)(il) with regard to novelty, inventive step or Industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statem^t 

Certain documents cited 
Certain delects in the intemationa! application 
Certain observations on the international application 
Trie applicant Is hereby Invited to reply to this opinion. 
When? 
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How? 



Also: 



See the time 8mit indicated above. The appflcant may. before the expiration of that time limit,- ^ 
request this Authority to grant an extension, see Rule 66.2(d). 

By submitting a written reply, accompanied, where appropriate, by amendments, according to Rule 66.3. 
For the form and the language of the amendments, see Rules 66.6 and 66.9. 

For en additionat opportunity to submit amendments, see Rule 66.4. 

For the examiner^ obllgalion to cxmslder amflnHmAnts fkrvS/br argumontB, coo Rule 68.4 bie. 
For an informal communication with the examiner, see Rule 66.6. 



if no reply is fOed, the interrtational prelimtnaiy examination report win be established on the basts of this opinion. 
The final date by which the international preliminary 

examination report must be established according to Rule 69.2 is: 26.10.2004 



Name and maling address of the international 
prelmlnary examining authority: 

^ European Patent Office 
/ga [>802Sd Munich 

^/ Tel. +49 89 23S9 - 0 Tx: 523656 epmu d 
Fax: ^9 89 2399 - 4465 


Authorized Officer 

Schoeffmann, H S\ A 


Fomiallties offlcer Ond. extension of time Imits) { /m) \ 
Edel, M K&^^J 
Telephone No. +49 89 2399-2426 V*,i*b- 
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I. BMifi of tha opinion 

1 . With regard to the elements of the international application (Replacement sheets which have been furnished to 
the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this opinion as "originaiiy 
Hled'y. 



Description, Pages 

4-7 as originally filed 

1 . 3, 3a filed with telefax on 09.06.20O4 

Claims, Numbers 

1 -6 filed with telefax on 09.06.2004 



Drawings, Sheets 

1/5-3fi as originally filed 

P. With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were avaiiablo or fumbhed to this Authority in the 
language in whioh the International application was fried, unless othenvise indicated under this item. 

These elements were available or furnished to this Authority in the following language: . which is: 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of the international search (under Rule 23.1 (b)). 

□ the language of publication of the interr^ational application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

□ the language of a translation fumiehed lor the purpoecs of international pr^iminary examinalioii (under 
Rule 55.2 and/br 55.3). 

3. With regard to any nucleotide andA>r amino add sequence disclosed in the international application, the 
international preliminary examination was carried out on the t>asis of ttie sequence listing: 

□ contained in the International application in written form. 

□ filAd together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

D furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

□ The statement that the subsequently fumished written sequmce listing does not go beyond the disclosure 
in the international application as filed has been furnished. 

□ The statement that the information recorded in computer readable form is Identical to the written sequence 
listing has been fumished. 

4. The amendments have resulted In the cancellation of: 

□ the description, pages: 

□ the claims. Nos.: 

□ the drawings, sheets: 

5. □ This opinion has been established as if (some oO the amendments had not been made, since they have 

been considered to go beyond the disclosure as filed (Rule 70.2(c)). 

6. Additional ot>servations, if necessary: 
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HI. Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and Industrial applicability 

1. The questions whether the claimed invention appe^^r.c; to he novel, to involve an inventivd stop (to be non- 
obvious), or to be industrially applic^able have not been and will not be examined in respect of: 

□ the entire international application, 
S claims Nos. 1-6 

because: 

SI the said international application, -or the said claims Nos. 1-4 relate to the following subject matter which 
does not require an international preliminary examination (specify): 

see separate sheet 

□ the descnptlon, claims or drawings (indicate particutar elements below) or said claims Nos. are so unclear 
that no meaningful opinion could be formed (specify): 

la the claims, or said claims Nos. 5,6 are so inadequately supported by the description that no meaningful 
opinion could be formed. 

U no international search report has been established for the said claims Nos. 

2. A written opinion cannot be drawn due to the failure of the nucleotide andbr amino add sequence listing to 
comply with the Standard provided for in Annex C of the Administrative Instructions: 

□ the written form has not been furnished or does not comply with the Standard. 

□ the computer readable form has not been furnished or doee not comply with the Standard. 
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Section III: 

1 . For the assessment of the present claims 1 -4 on the question whether they are 
industrially applicable, no unified criteria exist in the PCT. The IPEA therefore is 
not required to cany out an examination on these claims (Cf. Rule 67.1 (iv) PCT). 

The patentability may be dependent upon the formulation of the claims. The 
EPO, for example, does not recognize as industrially applicable the subject-matter 
of claims to methods of treatment of the human or animal body by ^^urgery or 
- therapy and diagnostic methods practised on the human or animal body. 

The above claims pertain to a method of cardiac catheterisation which is 
considered surgical in its nature as It implies the insertion of a catheter into the 
human or animal body, t>e it by way of incision or by using natural body orifices. 
Thereby the entire method is rendered surgical. Methods of surgery might not be 
regarded as an invention susceptible of industrial application. 

2. Claim 5 specifies the feature according to which the catheter is provided with at 
least one sensor adapted to detect any inversion of the catheter tip. 

According to the passages as cited in the applicant's letter of reply in support 
of the amended claims, neither original claims 1 ,2,4 nor page 2, lines 6-1 8 provide 
a basis for such a sensor. Rather, a sensor is originally disclosed that delivers 
signals associated with cardiac activity. 

If claim 5 were to be presented amended to include the features of current claim 
6, such a new claim 5 is considered to meet the requirements of Art.33 PCT as no 
prior art as cited in the ISR discloses, nor renders obvious, such a combination of 
sensors in the present context. 

3. Formal items to be addressed are: 

3.1 . The features of the claims are not provided with reference signs placed in 
parentheses (Rule 6.2(b) PCT). 

3.2. Independent claim 1 is not in the two-part form in accordance with Rule 6.3(b) 
PCT, which in the present case would be appropriate, with those features Known 
in combination from the prior art (see document US-A-6 370 412) being placed in 
a preamble (Rule 6.3(h)(i) PCT) and with the remaining features being included in 
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a characterising part (Rule 6.3(b)(ii) POT). 
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